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to charge and charged jury that out-of-court identification procedure was not
substantive evidence of guilt due to its suggestiveness; whether trial court abused
its discretion in denying request for special credibility instruction regarding
testimony of witness; whether evidence supported finding that witness was
involved in murder so as to warrant accomplice instruction; claim that trial
court was required to give special credibility instruction with respect to testimony
of witness because witness was akin to jailhouse informant.

State v. Stanley (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 901
State v. Tucker. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 270

Probation; assault in third degree; claim that trial court erred in admitting 911
recording into evidence; claim that trial court erroneously found that defendant
violated probation; claim that trial court abused its discretion in imposing
sentence of three years incarceration; whether trial court properly overruled
objection to admission of 911 recording that was based on lack of foundation
for recording; whether trial court properly authenticated 911 recording; whether
defendant sustained burden of providing adequate record to review claim of
due process violation; whether admission of recording constituted plain error;
whether trial court properly found that defendant violated probation; whether
trial court abused its discretion in revoking defendant’s probation.
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State v. Vivo (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 906
Tirado v. Torrington. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95

Allegedly improper tax assessment of plaintiff’s motor vehicle; subject matter juris-
diction; whether trial court properly dismissed plaintiff’s action for lack of subject
matter jurisdiction; whether trial court incorrectly determined that statute (§ 12-
119) governing applications for relief when property has been wrongfully assessed
applied to plaintiff’s claim; whether trial court correctly determined that statute
(§ 12-117a) governing appeals to Superior Court from municipal boards of
assessment appeals applied to plaintiff’s claim; whether plaintiff failed to exhaust
her available administrative remedies before appealing to Superior Court; claim
that plaintiff did not receive notice of defendant’s certificate of change and tax
assessment in time to challenge assessment.

U.S. Bank National Assn. v. Christophersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 378
Foreclosure; standing; whether plaintiff had standing to commence foreclosure

action; whether plaintiff was holder of subject note and entitled to enforce it at
time action was commenced; claim that trial court denied defendant’s right to
due process and abused its discretion by relying on plaintiff’s affidavit of debt
in rendering modified judgment of strict foreclosure; whether court failed to
consider defendant’s concerns over amount of debt; claim that trial court abused
its discretion in denying motion for continuance; whether court erred in failing
to rule on request for judgment of foreclosure by sale; whether court improperly
concluded that it lacked authority pursuant to statute (§ 49-15 [b]) to modify
judgment; whether § 49-15 (a) (1) conferred authority on court to modify
judgment.

United Amusements & Vending Co. v. Sabia. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 555
Contracts; whether judgment on merits of breach of contract action was final judg-

ment for purposes of appeal, even though issue of contractual attorney’s fees
remained outstanding; reviewability of claim that trial court improperly failed
to find that contract was unenforceable based on defendant’s special defenses of
mistake and duress; reviewability of claim that trial court incorrectly awarded
damages based on unconscionable provisions of contract; whether trial court’s
determination of damages was clearly erroneous and not supported by record.

Valley National Bank v. Private Transerve, LLC . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 479
Foreclosure; breach of personal guarantees; claim that plaintiff bank did not have

standing; claim that genuine issue of material fact existed as to whether plaintiff
owned debt when action was commenced; unpreserved claim that action was
initiated under improper corporate name; whether defendants established that
certain evidentiary rulings at hearing in damages relied on clearly erroneous
factual findings or that trial court abused its discretion in granting plaintiff
permission to file amended complaint.

Victor C. v. Commissioner of Correction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 706
Habeas corpus; whether habeas court properly denied petition for writ of habeas

corpus; whether habeas court properly determined that trial counsel’s decision
not to present certain testimony did not constitute deficient performance; claim
that habeas court improperly found that petitioner was not prejudiced by failure
of trial counsel to advise him fully of right to testify and by counsel’s having
dissuaded him from testifying; claim that habeas court improperly determined
that trial counsel did not render ineffective assistance by failing to consult expert
on child sexual abuse or to present expert testimony in that regard.

Walsh Fence, LLC v. Dolceaqua (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 904


